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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Applicant: Michael P. Wagner Att'yDockcl: 1956/126 

Serial No.: 09/480,390 Art Unit: 2172 

Filed: January 1 1 , 2000 Examiner: To, B . 

Title: SYSTEM, DEVICE, AND METHOD FOR PROVIDING MUTUAL 

EXCLUSION FOR COMPUTER SYSTEM RESOURCES 



CERTIFICATE OF FACSIMILE 
I hereby certify that this document along wrth any other papers referred to as b^ing attached or eneiosed, is 
being transmitted by facsimile to the Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1 45^ AlexaQ^iiayy>y^g313r4450. to the 
attention of Examiner To of Art Unit 2172 at the non-official faC$imilaViumb^/7p3^ August 20, 2003 



Jeffrey T. Klayman 




Commissioner for Patents 
P.O.Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



REVISED INTERVIEW SUMMARY AND PROPOSED AMENDMENT 
Dear Sir; 

Applicants acknowledge with appreciation the courtesy extended of a 
telephonic conversation held on August 14, 2003 between Mr, Jeffrey Klaynnan, 
Examiner To, and Primary Examiner Corrielus during which was discussed 
Applicant's response of June 13/ 2003 and the Bacon reference addressed therein, i 
Mr, Klayman explained how the present invention as claimed differs from Bacon ' 
and the other prior art of record. The Examiners expressed an opinion that ghost 
locks are sinular to temporary locks as known in the art suggested that the 
claims be amended to further distinguish over temporary locks, for example, by . 
spedfjong how ghost locks are used. Therefore^ Applicant hereby submits the 
following proposed amendment: 

Amendments to the Claims begin on page 2 of this paper. 
Remarks/Arguments begin on page 1 1 of this paper. 



1 

Received from < 6174287575 > at 8/20/03 5:17:01 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] 



